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Court,   The moral basis consisted in showing that Asiatics wished to
treat it as a nullity, because of its breach by General Smuts.
The breach is twofold. General Smuts will not repeal the Act
without imposing unacceptable conditions, and he will not take volun-
tary registration in terms of the compromise from those who are now
entering the country and who are entitled to enter it. General
Smuts denies having promised to repeal the Act, and interprets the
compromise to mean that those who entered the country after the lapse
of three months after the date of the compromise should register under
the Act. Let the public judge the meaning of the following:
Under these circumstances, we would once more respectfully suggest to the
Government that all Asiatics over the age of 16 should be allowed within a cer-
tain limited period, say three months, to register themselves, and that to all
who so register the Act be not applied, and that the Government take what-
ever steps they deem advisable to legalize such registration. Suck mode of
registration should apply to those also who being out of the Colony may return
and otherwise possess the right of re-entry.1
General Smuts says that the men who were out of the Colony should
have returned within the three months in order to entitle them to
come under the compromise. I ask whether it was possible ever to
inform Asiatics throughout the world of the existence of the compromise,
or for them to return within that period.
As to the promise of repeal, I beg to ask your indulgence for publi-
cation of the enclosed correspondence2 and to leave it to the public to
judge whether the repeal was promised or not. I would draw atten-
tion to the fact that, in answer to my letter of the 22nd February
detailing the legislation to repeal and replace the Asiatic Act, there is
not one word of repudiation of the promised repeal. Of my allu-
sions to the promise in the correspondence that took place after suspi-
cions were roused, there is no repudiation. My pointed questions are
evaded. I add to this the statement that, immediately after the assault
committed on me, as a result of my acceptance of the compromise,
Mr. Ghamney saw me at Mr, Doke's house, and he and I drew up a
notice for publication in Asiatic languages that, the Asiatics complying
with the compromise, the Act would be repealed. This notice
Mr. Ghamney said would be taken to General Smuts and then pub-
lished* He returned the next day or the day after and informed me
that Asiatics were registering and inquired whether, in view of that fact,
it was necessary to publish the notice. I, never dreaming of recanta-
tion on General Smuts* part, said it need not be published. I challenge
Mm to produce the original draft, if it is still in existence. I add, further,
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